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passing of Senator Bob Dole and ex-
tends our heartfelt prayers to Senator 
Elizabeth Dole and the entire Dole 
family. Prior to becoming one of Amer-
ica’s longest-serving U.S. Senators, 
Dole served in the U.S. Army and later 
became a decorated World War II vet-
eran and two-time Purple Heart recipi-
ent. A champion of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, he devoted his entire 
life to advancing the cause of people 
with disabilities as well as advocating 
for servicemen and women who sac-
rificed their lives for this Nation. Fol-
lowing his tenure in Congress, Dole 
worked tirelessly on seeking U.S. rati-
fication of the Convention on the 
Rights of Persons with Disabilities.’’ 

The effects of war left Senator Dole 
with lasting challenges in his life, 
something that strengthened his re-
solve to help Americans with disabil-
ities. 

Maria Town, president and CEO of 
the American Association of People 
with Disabilities, said in a statement: 
‘‘The world as we know it today is 
more accessible and inclusive for peo-
ple with disabilities because of Senator 
Bob Dole. Senator Dole worked to ele-
vate the voices and perspective of peo-
ple with disabilities, encouraging 
greater leadership opportunities for 
disabled people, and sharing his experi-
ence of disability with his colleagues 
to build bipartisan consensus for dis-
ability policy issues. His passing rep-
resents an enormous loss for AAPD, 
the disability community at large, and 
the Nation.’’ 

Senator Dole, through all of his work 
and his life activities, has earned the 
respect of countless leaders, including 
our former Presidents from both sides 
of the aisle. 

Former President Donald Trump re-
leased a statement saying: ‘‘Bob Dole 
was an American war hero and true pa-
triot for our Nation. He served the 
great State of Kansas with honor, and 
the Republican Party was made strong-
er by his service. Our Nation mourns 
his passing, and our prayers are with 
Elizabeth and his wonderful family.’’ 

Former President Barack Obama said 
in part: ‘‘His sharp wit was matched 
only by his integrity, and he lived his 
life in a way that made it clear just 
how proud he was to be an American 
and how committed he was to making 
this country everything he knew it 
could be.’’ 

b 1800 

Many of us recall the moving mo-
ment when former President George H. 
W. Bush was lying in State and Sen-
ator Dole stood and saluted his friend. 
It was a moment that reminded us of 
patriotism, camaraderie, and devotion. 

His son and former President George 
W. Bush said: ‘‘Laura and I are sad-
dened by the passing of a great patriot, 
Senator Bob Dole. This good man rep-
resented the finest of American values. 
He defended them in uniform during 
World War II. He advanced them in the 
United States Senate, and he lived 

them out as a father, husband, and 
friend. Our entire family benefited 
from that friendship, including my fa-
ther. I will always remember Bob’s sa-
lute to my late dad at the Capitol, and 
now we Bushes salute Bob and give 
thanks for his life of principled service. 
Laura and I send our heartfelt condo-
lences to Elizabeth and join our fellow 
citizens in prayer for her comfort.’’ 

Former President Bill Clinton, his 
political rival, who would later honor 
the late Senator with a Presidential 
Medal of Freedom said: ‘‘Bob Dole dedi-
cated his entire life to serving the 
American people, from his heroism in 
World War II to the 35 years he spent in 
Congress. After all he gave in the war, 
he didn’t have to give more. But he did. 
His example should inspire people 
today and for generations to come.’’ 

Tonight, I and a lot of the speakers 
here have talked a lot about the life of 
Bob Dole, and we have talked about 
different things regarding his life in 
Russell, Kansas, the small town that he 
was born in and grew up in, and his 
early outlook as a football, basketball, 
and track star before the war cut that 
plan short for him. 

We talked a lot about his war service, 
talked a lot about how he was injured 
in the line of duty trying to rescue 
somebody else and suffered con-
sequences of war, and the time it took 
for him to recover in the field, the hos-
pitalization. 

His small town of Russell, Kansas, 
started a crowdfunding process to help 
him with his recovery, and there was 
actually a cigar box where friends and 
family members made donations to 
help with the 39 months that it took 
for Bob to go through his hospitaliza-
tions and his recovery. 

We have talked tonight about his 
years of service in the House and the 
Senate. We have talked some about his 
involvement with the World War II Me-
morial and how he was a big driving 
force on making sure that that memo-
rial got implemented and was available 
for us as a country to see and recognize 
the work that the Greatest Generation 
did in keeping and providing the free-
doms for us. 

We have talked some about the 
Honor Flights and the effort that Bob 
took. Even when the weather wasn’t 
good, even when he may not have been 
feeling well himself, he would come out 
and greet all these World War II vet-
erans and veterans from other wars 
who were coming to the memorial that 
he had helped implement. 

My father, before he passed away, 
was one of those veterans who was able 
to come and attend an Honor Flight 
and participate in that process. It 
meant so much to watch those vet-
erans as they come through that proc-
ess. They are actually like little kids 
again when they get off the bus and 
tour through the monuments. In some 
cases, they relive some past life, but in 
other cases, they just reconnect with 
their brothers in arms. 

We have talked some about Kansas, 
and we talked about the friends and 

family of Bob Dole. One of his favorite 
sayings was: ‘‘Remember where you are 
from.’’ That is important for us, par-
ticularly as Kansans, to remember 
where we are from and what we should 
do and what we should stand up for and 
be responsible for. 

I had the honor as State treasurer to 
participate in a lot of the stops 
through the counties that Bob Dole 
participated in, and it was a time for 
him to reconnect with old friends. It 
was amazing to see the respect and ad-
miration that came from his fellow 
Kansans as they sat down and talked 
with their friend Bob. 

The funny thing about that, or the 
inspiring thing maybe is a better word 
for me to use, was just to watch his 
interaction with fellow Kansans, people 
who he may not have seen for years or 
in some cases decades, but he could 
talk about the same issues with them. 
He could talk about their family mem-
bers, be able to connect with the sto-
ries that they had and be able to ask 
questions about: Now, do you still have 
that big rock on the hill that was in 
the way when you were trying to work 
through with the cropland? 

It was an interesting life to be able 
to watch and watch him lead. 

He has had an impact on not just 
Kansas but Americans and internation-
ally. The influence on people who he 
has been able to touch throughout his 
life will never be known by all of us, 
but his engagement, his ability to win 
friends, his ability to help lead and 
solve problems will be forever admired. 

There is maybe a small army, if you 
want to call it that, of people who have 
worked with Senator Dole throughout 
his life and were engaged with him ei-
ther as an intern or a staffer in his of-
fice or connected with one of his cam-
paigns or connected with one of his 
causes that he got engaged in. It is im-
portant that all of us recognize the 
value that he has created for the world 
today. 

Last but not least, let’s not forget his 
humor and wit. I mean, we talk about 
all the commentary, and several of the 
stories that were told tonight talked 
about the way he approached life and 
the comments that he made that were 
just reflective of what type of man he 
was. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to say, 
may God bless Bob Dole and care for 
his wife, Elizabeth, and daughter, 
Robin. Kansans, Americans, and people 
throughout the world will miss him, 
but we are better off for having known 
him and for his years of service that he 
provided to us. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

SOLVING OUR COUNTRY’S 
PROBLEMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
CARTER of Louisiana). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. SCHWEIKERT) 
for 30 minutes. 
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Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, for-

give me for taking a moment to sort of 
get organized. That is the hazard when 
you use far too many boards. 

I want to do a couple of things this 
evening. First, I am going to offer a so-
lution because I believe particularly 
my brothers and sisters on the left and 
the administration are in a very bad 
place on one issue, and I think there is 
a genuine solution coming maybe with-
in the next couple of weeks. 

Then we are going to spend some 
time talking about something that is 
often uncomfortable around here, and 
that is the debt ceiling and the reality 
of the math and why it is a sin that we 
are not going to actually engage in the 
stressor and use that stressor, which is 
the debt ceiling, to make a couple steps 
toward reality on what the math looks 
like. 

First off, a little of this is going to 
come across as a bit sarcastic because 
I mean it to. But what happened? A 
year and a half ago, 2 years ago, when 
COVID came to our shores, came to the 
world, we had discussions here, often 
on Zoom. We were going to do the 
science. We were going to follow the 
facts and also accept that what we 
know today will be different tomorrow. 
We were going to slow down the spread 
not because we thought we could avoid 
the virus but because we were worried 
about emergency rooms and others 
being overflowed with our brothers and 
sisters who were sick. 

Here we are, approaching almost 2 
years later. We have multiple vaccines. 
We have antibodies. You saw the data, 
particularly on the Pfizer antiviral 
therapeutic pill. There is a pill com-
ing—if the data is real, if what we read 
is real—that is about 89 percent effec-
tive. Now, it is a lot of pills you have 
to take over 5 days, but there is a 
therapeutic coming that you can take 
at home. And we have home test kits. 

If you will go back to our own rhet-
oric and the conversations with the sci-
entists and experts, it was always: We 
don’t have a therapeutic. 

If it is true, in about 3 weeks, we are 
going to have a protease inhibitor. If 
you read the science on it, it is really 
neat how it snips the protein, keeps it 
from attaching to the cell. It is re-
markable science. It is also going to 
help us on all sorts of other future vi-
ruses. But the ultimate antiviral is al-
most here. 

If this is almost here, why isn’t it 
time to have a simple policy discussion 
saying: Wasn’t this the standard that 
we were all hoping and waiting for, the 
technology, the belief in science that 
would allow us to declare the pandemic 
over? 

By doing that, the dystopian sort of 
fight that is going on in our society, 
where the Senate yesterday said no 
vaccine mandates—what is it now? 
Five different Federal courts have said 
it is unconstitutional. Brother after 
brother, sister after sister, neighbor 
after neighbor, Republican v. Demo-
crat, where now we have turned it into 
an article of faith. 

The left lives in a ball of fear over 
the disease, and the right lives in frus-
tration and anger that they believe 
freedoms are being stripped away in 
the country. 

How about we embrace science? The 
fact of the matter is, go back a year 
and a half ago. This was the miracle we 
were waiting for. It is almost here. 
Why wouldn’t we pass a simple piece of 
legislation that functionally says: Hey, 
when the FDA says that we have a suc-
cessful therapeutic, an antiviral that is 
really effective, let’s declare the pan-
demic over. Let’s get ourselves away 
from this dystopian polarization that 
is not based on science anymore. 

We have turned it into a religion. 
I think we are better than this. The 

fact of the matter is, we dropped a 
piece of legislation weeks ago that ba-
sically said that. It basically said, 
when science is victorious, we will em-
brace the science, declare the pandemic 
over. 

Now, it doesn’t mean the virus goes 
away. It doesn’t mean some of our 
brothers and sisters aren’t going to get 
sick. But the fact of the matter is, the 
math is the math. We have had more of 
our brothers and sisters die this year 
than we did last year. 

Do you remember the political rhet-
oric? Maybe I shouldn’t go there. But 
maybe it really is the moment to con-
sider this, to my brothers and sisters 
on the left. I am extending you a life-
line. I am giving you a chance to back 
away from a society of fear and hate to 
a society that says we conquered. 

Please, for anyone who is listening, 
for my brothers and sisters here in 
Congress, Mr. Speaker, yourself, give it 
consideration. Has science won? And if 
it has, let’s embrace it. Let’s declare 
this pandemic over because it stops the 
cascade effect of removing troops that 
want to serve to the chaos around here 
of, you know, we play this fake virtue- 
signaling game where there are hun-
dreds and hundreds and hundreds of us 
sitting here for hours. We are wearing 
our little masks, but we are all sitting 
right next to each other talking, and 
then pulling our masks down to have a 
drink of water. Come on, it is theater. 
Let’s get back to science. 

b 1815 
A few years ago, I remember being 

here on the floor, and the then Demo-
crat leader got behind the microphone 
and basically called those of us, who 
made it very clear we would not vote 
for a clean debt ceiling, arsonists. And 
that has bothered me ever since. Be-
cause I think actually, in many ways, 
those of us who did not believe in a 
clean debt ceiling, raising the debt 
ceiling once again without some at-
tempt to slow the chaos, slow the 
spending down, I actually think those 
of us who wanted to bend the debt 
curve, we weren’t the arsonists. We 
were actually in some ways the fire 
prevention crew. We were trying to 
save the country, save the society. 

So first off, does everyone understand 
how bad the math is? We are function-

ally borrowing $47,000 every second. We 
borrow $2,841,000 a minute. Okay. I am 
going to speak for, what, a half an 
hour. $2,800,000 is $84 million in the half 
an hour I am going to speak will be 
borrowed. $84 million will be borrowed 
during the half an hour that I speak. 
But we are functionally borrowing over 
$4 billion every single day. And we are 
not heading towards ever paying this 
off. 

And the perverse thing is: Do you un-
derstand in a decade that number al-
most doubles? It almost doubles. 

And back to the rhetoric of arson, 
let’s go back over our history over the 
last 50 years. The only times—well, ex-
cept for one where, God bless them, in 
the eighties, they actually took on the 
shortfalls in Social Security—but you 
look at the different deals that have 
been made to bend the debt curve, al-
most every single one was associated 
with a debt ceiling. It was that one 
stressor. 

We have all heard over and over, Con-
gress will not do something unless they 
feel the pressure, unless they feel there 
is a crisis, unless they are up against 
the wall. And the game that was played 
here saying, oh, let’s just change the 
rules for the Senate. Let’s make it so 
they can do it with 50 votes and that 
way we can just pass this. We won’t 
have to deal with the reality of burying 
people’s future retirements and de-
stroying my little girl’s future in debt. 
We can just avoid it and go home and 
have a nice Christmas. 

But the fact of the matter is, almost 
every agreement we have had has been 
associated with the stressor that was 
brought on by a debt ceiling. 

Gramm-Rudman, 1985 and function-
ally again in 1987. Debt limit increase 
associated with it. Deficit reduction 
and automatic spending and budget 
triggers. 

Paygo. I can’t tell you how many 
times the Democrats here preach paygo 
to me, except for the fraud that paygo 
really is, where on the fifth year we 
will just pretend it no longer costs any-
thing, therefore, it doesn’t fall under 
the paygo rules. But the paygo rules 
functionally every time—four times 
was associated with changing the bor-
rowing limits of the country, the debt 
ceiling. It was supposed to create def-
icit reduction, and it did create some. 
Spending increases must be offset, and 
that is the ultimate cultural change 
that paygo produced. But remember, it 
came about because of a debt ceiling 
fight, multiple debt ceiling fights. 

Budget Control Act. Do you remem-
ber how controversial this one was? We 
actually had a government shutdown 
and other things associated with this. 
But the Budget Control Act, the se-
questration that came with that, if you 
look at it, it was the most successful in 
modern times of bending the spending 
curve. The problem is it is all on dis-
cretionary. And we all know the fraud 
around here is discretionary is now 
down to, what? 10 percent or so. Actu-
ally, no. Fifteen percent of what we ac-
tually spend, if you strip military out. 
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Military is now 10 percent. The rest of 
discretionary is 15 percent. The other 
70-plus percent is functionally on auto-
pilot. 

But this is the truth. Democrats have 
control of this place. They control the 
White House. They control the Senate. 
They control the House. Okay. Bless 
their precious hearts. But we could 
have used this as a stressor, and there 
have been lots of, oh, my hair is on 
fire. The world is coming to an end. I 
am worried about the stock market, 
oh, wink, wink, nod, nod. And the 
stock market just goes on because they 
know we will fix something. But used 
it as an excuse, even if we have to tell 
our constituents why we are trying to 
do something tough. Because remem-
ber, the lobbyists here in this town 
aren’t here to help us reduce spending. 
They are here with their hands out 
wanting more spending. 

This place is functionally, struc-
turally designed to get everything you 
can, and hell be damned one day when 
we hit that failed bond auction. And 
you all saw today, it wasn’t a big deal, 
but today’s bond auction was slightly 
undersubscribed when U.S. sovereign 
debt was being sold. I am not saying it 
is a canary in a coal mine, but the ca-
nary did have a little cough. 

And so here is what we are going to 
do today. I think the Senate may be 
voting at this moment. We are just 
functionally going to do a debt in-
crease, probably we come back on 
Tuesday, we still don’t know what the 
number is going to be or maybe we do 
the fraud of just do it to a date. Will 
there be any deficit reduction? Any at-
tempt, any anything to force some ra-
tional math of what is going on? 

No. Because it is uncomfortable be-
cause we have to tell the truth about 
the drivers of our debt. 

And what are the drivers of our debt? 
Okay. I have said this over and over, 
but we need to be honest. The left will 
say, oh, it is military, it is rich people 
not paying enough taxes. The right, we 
have our sins, too. We will say, oh, it is 
foreign aid, oh, it is waste and fraud. 

No, it is not. 
The primary driver of U.S. sovereign 

debt is, we are getting old. It is demo-
graphics. And demographics aren’t Re-
publican or Democrat, it is math. And 
you have got to understand how sharp 
this curve is. 

We are functionally right here. So 
here is 2022. Functionally 17 percent of 
our population is over 65 today. You do 
see how fast we start getting up to 
close to 22 percent of our population 
being over 65. This is the driver of our 
debt. 

Remember the math. And I am going 
to do it a couple of times here. And I 
am sorry this upsets people because 
they don’t want us to tell the truth. 

The primary driver of U.S. sovereign 
debt is Medicare. Simply Medicare. 
And then Social Security. And the rest 
of the budget actually is in balance. So 
the next 30 years the rest of the budget 
is actually in balance. It is demo-
graphics. 

If you made a pledge when you ran 
for office around here that you were 
going to protect people’s retirement, 
you were going to protect Social Secu-
rity, you were going to protect Medi-
care, letting it be buried in debt, how is 
that protecting it? Tell the truth. 

And there are solutions. I have come 
behind this mike so many times and 
said: There is technology out there. 
There are things we can do to crash the 
price of healthcare. There are policies 
we can do to grow the economy. Every-
thing should be fixated on what maxi-
mizes economic growth. 

And then the left moves something, 
Build Back Better, their social entitle-
ment spending that the data says it 
slows down the economy. We will be 
poorer and smaller, and the working 
poor will be poorer at the end of the 
decade because of the way they de-
signed their social entitlement spend-
ing legislation. 

We are doing everything half-assed 
backwards. If you lay out, sort of the 
holistic theory, sort of the integrated 
model, yes, you have to fix immigra-
tion, but you focus on immigration 
being about maximizing economic ex-
pansion, not importing poverty; adop-
tion of technology that maximizes peo-
ple being healthy, and cures. 

Remember last week, we came here 
and talked about the miracle from last 
week that we have cured someone of 
type 1 diabetes? Because remember, 31 
percent of all our spending in Medicare 
is just on type 2 diabetes. What hap-
pens if you do cures and end people’s 
misery? Oh, by the way, you get amaz-
ing benefits on our debt. 

The immediate reaction you will get 
from people on the left is, well, 
SCHWEIKERT got behind the mike and 
wanted to cut entitlements. No, I am 
trying to find a way to save them. But 
you save them by changing the cost 
curve. You save them by having a mo-
ment. 

Pretend you are at a 12-step group. 
Isn’t the first step to admit you have a 
problem? This place can’t make it to 
step one. 

So let’s do a little math. 
And I am sorry, I do this over and 

over, but I continue to be just shocked 
at the number of staff around here who 
will grab me in the elevator and say, Is 
that number real? Is this real? And you 
say this is the single biggest issue 
policywise facing Washington, facing 
this country? And we will chase shiny 
objects because shiny objects don’t 
make your brain hurt. We will have 
asinine discussions about, oh, there is a 
vaccine database, there is this, there is 
that, and you realize it is a con. That 
is part of the scam this place does is 
look at the shiny object. We chase that 
because this hurts. 

Reality. And this number is worse 
today. This is based on last year’s 
math. $112 trillion inflation-adjusted 
public borrowing in 29 years. $112 tril-
lion of borrowing will be our publicly 
held debt in 29 years, 77.7 of that is just 
Medicare, 34.8 is Social Security, the 

rest of the Federal budget is in bal-
ance. 

This is just demographics. The cure 
is economic growth and crashing the 
price of healthcare. This will drive 
every bit of public policy, and it is 
coming very fast. 

If you look at our borrowing curve, 
in a decade we go from what is pro-
jected these days where we are going to 
be borrowing a trillion dollars a year 
to a couple trillion dollars a year. The 
debt will and the borrowing will and 
the interest will drive all policy. And 
this place right now the policy is wor-
rying about how to get reelected than 
saving the country and the future. 

Do you understand, a 2-point increase 
in interest rates from nominal interest 
rates that have been projected, if we go 
up just 2 percent—and that is getting 
us actually closer to what the historic 
mean is—in 2051, 100 percent of reve-
nues go just to pay interest. How come 
this isn’t the number one discussion 
here? 

Now the left may have different ways 
to approach it than those of us on the 
right, but you would think this would 
be all we could talk about. And it is 
avoided around here like a virus, ex-
cept we haven’t figured out how to put 
a mask on it and give it social 
distancing, have we? 

And for my brothers and sisters on 
the left, the number of times I will try 
to sit down in working groups with my 
Democratic colleagues—and I believe 
their heart may be in the right place, 
they don’t own a calculator, their 
math isn’t there, but we make public 
policy by our feelings in this place. We 
make public policy because it feels 
good, it has a great title. We get judged 
by our intentions, not by our out-
comes. And that is incredibly dan-
gerous. 

So think about some of the rhetoric. 
And I have done presentations here 
where I walk through every single rev-
enue, the proper term is receipts gener-
ating proposal from the left. And if you 
did all of them and pretended they had 
no economic effects, no secondary ef-
fects—all of them—you still can’t come 
close to raising enough revenues. Even 
a 100 percent tax rate on small busi-
nesses and upper-income families could 
not come close to balancing the long- 
term budget. You can take all the rich 
people’s money and all the revenues 
from those small businesses that they 
own. You can take every dime. 

This is a percentage of the GDP num-
ber. When you get into these sorts of 
numbers, you start doing the percent-
age to GDP. We are heading towards 15 
percent of GDP functionally being bor-
rowing. And if you take every dime, 
you only get about 5 percent to GDP. 

We are screwed. And I am sorry, I 
know that is crass, but I just don’t 
know how to get folks to want to pay 
attention to it. This is the single-most 
important thing going on here. If you 
care about education, if you care about 
health, if you care about science, if you 
care about space, if you care about 
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equality, if you care about these 
things, when there is no more money, 
when every dime of resources goes, so 
we survive and do our best to avoid 
that failed bond auction—which God 
forbid, if it does and interest rates 
spike, do you have any idea how fragile 
we have made our society? 

b 1830 

And this isn’t often the future. This 
is today. We will kiss up close to, what 
is it, $30 trillion in borrowing, probably 
in the next few months. These are un-
thinkable numbers, and it is here. 

And you have got to understand, 
these projections are based on this con-
cept, a really simple one: There is 
going to be no more wars. There is not 
going to be another pandemic. There is 
not going to be an economic collapse. 
There is not going to be a mortgage 
collapse. 

We have done this to ourselves. And 
then the left comes here and we do 
things like the Build Back Better, the 
social spending bill, which ulti-
mately—and we have different numbers 
because God knows what the Senate is 
going to do—but the simple scoring 
from CBO basically said at year 5 it has 
borrowed another $800 billion. 

Oh, by the way, wink wink, nod nod, 
after year 5, we will actually stop all 
these programs and we will start to 
raise revenues to pay it off. We are 
functionally going to add another $4 
trillion-plus from borrowing. 

Mr. Speaker, may I inquire how 
much time is remaining? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Arizona has 6 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Mr. Speaker, the 
social spending bill, at the end of the 
decade, you realize the economy will 
have missed tremendous amounts of 
economic growth, some of the best 
models coming from the Tax Founda-
tion. We are actually making ourselves 
poorer because of the design of the 
spending. When you tell people, I am 
going to send you a check but you 
don’t have to work. When I am putting 
money into things that don’t actually 
create productivity. 

Remember, what are the two ways 
you pay people more money? Inflation. 
Well, that doesn’t get you anywhere. 
Or productivity. That was one of the 
miracles at the end of the 2017 tax re-
form, is the resources that went for 
companies to buy equipment to be 
more productive so they could pay 
their workers more. And you saw it. 
You saw a miracle of employment and 
wage growth. 

And then the cynicism that when 
two-thirds of millionaires get tax cuts 
under the Democrat’s build back better 
plan. So you tell us the rich need to 
pay their fair share and then you de-
sign pieces of legislation that give hun-
dreds of billions of dollars to rich peo-
ple. And then you tell us, oh, by the 
way, we should put State and local 
back into it, but most of it goes to 
really rich people. 

You want revenues. We did a whole 
presentation here a few months ago 
that said we can show you over 10 years 
$1.4 trillion you can get. Stop sub-
sidizing really really rich people. In-
stead, the left does a piece of legisla-
tion to subsidize them more. I guess 
my intense frustration is we are head-
ing—it may not be the bubble where 
the economy blows up—but we are 
heading to a type of rot because so 
much of this Nation’s resources will be 
used to survive the amount of debt we 
have piled up. And then we are adopt-
ing policies that don’t create any type 
of escape philosophy of, we are curing 
diseases that drive the debt because 
most of the debt is driven by 
healthcare. We are doing investments 
in things that grow the economy. We 
are getting immigration codes and reg-
ulatory codes and other things. We are 
modernizing them so they maximize 
economic opportunity because we actu-
ally give a darn about poor people. We 
give a darn about the working poor. We 
give a darn about people who are head-
ing toward retirement. We give a darn 
about young people having a future. 
And not one of those things is actually 
in the math; it is in the rhetoric. Peo-
ple spin some great stories here but it 
is not in the math. It is just not in the 
math. It is not in the economic anal-
ysis. 

The universities that have looked at 
what is going on right now tell us that 
at the end of the decade, the poor are 
going to be poorer. Come on. What type 
of economic violence is this place will-
ing to subject the working poor, the 
middle class to? We are better than 
this. And there is a path. 

Mr. Speaker, you are not going to 
pay off the debt, but we could adopt 
enough policies to flatten the curve 
that my 6-year-old daughter actually 
has a future. And doesn’t she deserve 
one. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

THE DANGERS FACING OUR 
COUNTRY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 2021, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. ROY) for 30 
minutes. 

Mr. ROY. Mr. Speaker, I thank my 
friend from Arizona for being willing to 
stand on the floor of the United States 
House of Representatives, when unfor-
tunately so many of my colleagues are 
not, this evening to talk about the dan-
ger facing our country. And the gen-
tleman outlines, I believe if I am cor-
rect, that we will be facing $112 trillion 
of debt come 2050, if we do not change 
course. If we do not take the steps nec-
essary to make changes with respect to 
our healthcare spending and make wise 
policy choices—like any family, any 
budget that you have to maintain, if 
you are running a business, nonprofit, 
a university, virtually everybody in 
the world, or at least everybody in the 

country—except this body right here— 
that has to maintain and balance a 
budget and make determinations and 
make tough choices. 

If the gentleman would indulge me 
for a minute or two, for a couple more 
minutes on the floor. When was the 
last time the gentleman recalls we 
have had the ability to amend a piece 
of legislation on the floor of this body? 
Truly amend it? 

Does the gentleman remember? 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Would the gen-

tleman yield? 
Mr. ROY. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Brilliant ques-

tion. And I cannot actually think of 
something that was substantive, where 
there was a collective idea from my 
brothers and sisters on the left or the 
right that there was actual intellectual 
battle here where we made something 
better. 

This place is functionally an intellec-
tual dictatorship. 

Mr. ROY. Would it surprise the gen-
tleman that it was May of 2016, the last 
time that an amendment was offered 
on the floor of this body in open de-
bate? 

Now, to be clear, that is an assess-
ment of leadership in both parties. But 
how on earth can we actually solve the 
problems, I would ask the Speaker, if 
we don’t come down and sit at this 
table, stop looking up at the C–SPAN 
cameras and just sit around this table 
and start with a budget—like any fam-
ily or any business—and say, Here is 
how much money we have. Here is how 
we can responsibly spend for the bet-
terment of the people. Have disagree-
ments about what those priorities are 
and make choices. 

When was the last time that we have 
done that? It is a rhetorical question, 
but I know one data point is that May 
of 2016 was the last time that any 
Member of this body was able to walk 
on to this floor and offer an amend-
ment that wasn’t precooked up in the 
Committee on Rules previously and al-
ready set up by the leadership struc-
ture of either party. 

Would the gentleman agree that that 
is no way for the people’s House to op-
erate? 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT. Would the gen-
tleman yield to allow me just a quick 
colloquy with him? 

Mr. ROY. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. SCHWEIKERT. The process is 

broken. It is why I come here almost 
every week—and you do, too—and we 
try to just focus on what is ahead of us. 
I just spent a half an hour sort of focus-
ing on debt and deficit. That is not Re-
publican or Democrat, it is what is 
ahead of us. 

You have been here a few years. How 
many actual real discussions—other 
than theater of, We should do a study 
commission. We should write a strong-
ly worded memo; the theater of this 
place—instead of doing what is really 
hard, and understand, you can’t just do 
one thing. That is the great fraud now. 
We have gotten ourselves in such a dif-
ficult position, it has got to be every-
thing. 
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